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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3, 7, 10-24, 28, 31-36, 38-45, 49, 52-57 and 59-63 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Walker (U.S. Patent No. 6,196,458). 

Referring to claim 1 . Walker discloses a computer-implemented method for 
managing purchasing data, the method comprising: 

• Receiving purchasing data from a purchasing entity, wherein the purchasing data 
relates to purchase transactions for a plurality of products purchased by the 
purchasing entity (Walker: column 5, lines 32-34, Tor each account holder, the 
central controller 12 receives and stores billing items generated by transactions 
on the account holder's account."); 

• Using a computer to identify, for each transaction, a product related to the 
transaction by comparing the received purchasing data with product information 
stored in a product index, wherein the product information in the index associates 
at least a portion of the received purchasing data with a particular product 
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(Walker: column 5, lines 34-36, "...determines if the billing items satisfy any 
upsell conditions stored in the upsell database 30."); 

• Modifying the received purchasing data to include data representing the identified 
product (Walker: column 5, lines 36-39, "...if the billing items satisfy an upsell 
offer condition, determines an upsell corresponding to the upsell offer condition, 
and prints onto the billing statement indicia that specifies the upsell."); and 

• Processing the modified purchasing data to reflect all purchase transactions 
concerning the identified product (Walker: column 7, line 65 to column 8, line 5). 

Referring to claim 2 . Walker further discloses a method of claim 1 , wherein the 
receiving step further includes determining whether the received purchasing data 
complies with predetermined purchasing data criteria defining data expected from the 
purchasing entity (walker: column 6, lines 54-65). 

Referring to claim 3 . Walker further discloses a method wherein the receiving 
step further includes formatting the received purchasing data to comply with 
predetermined data storage requirements (Walker: column 5, lines 42-56). 

Referring to claim 7 . Walker further discloses a method wherein the product 
identifying step further includes comparing the received purchasing data with product 
information stored in a plurality product indexes, wherein each index associates 
different portions of the received purchasing data with products; and identifying the 
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product related to the transaction based on the comparisons with the product 
information in each of the plurality of indexes (Walker: Fig. 3). 

Referring to claim 10 . Walker further discloses a method comprising: 

• Identifying, for each transaction, a supplier associated with the particular 
transaction (Walker: Fig. 5, "Merchant Identifier"); 

• Modifying the received purchasing data to include data representing the identified 
supplier (Walker: column 5, lines 36-39, "...if the billing items satisfy an upsell 
offer condition, determines an upsell corresponding to the upsell offer condition, 
and prints onto the billing statement indicia that specifies the upsell."); and 

• Processing the modified purchasing data to reflect all purchase transactions 
concerning the identified supplier (Walker: column 7, line 65 to column 8, line 5). 

Referring to claim 1 1 . Walker further discloses a method wherein the step of 
identifying a supplier includes: identifying, for each transaction, a supplier associated 
with the transaction by comparing the received purchasing data with supplier 
identification information stored in a supplier database (Walker: Fig. 3 and Fig. 5). 

Referring to claim 12 . Walker further discloses a method wherein the method 
includes: updating the supplier database with new supplier identification information 
about suppliers contained in the received purchasing data (Walker: column 5, lines 31- 
50). 
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Referring to claim 13 . Walker further discloses a method wherein the supplier 
identifying step includes: 

• Comparing the received purchasing data with supplier identification information 
to determine a match based on at least one of the following matching criteria: (1) 
an exact match between a portion of the received purchasing data with the 
supplier identification information; or (2) a match of a predetermined portion of 
the received purchasing data with the supplier identification information (Walker: 
Fig. 3). 

Referring to claim 14 . Walker further discloses a method wherein the step of 
comparing the purchasing data includes determining a match based on at least one of 
the following supplier matching criteria: (1) a name of a supplier; (2) an acronym formed 
from a supplier's name; (3) an address or a portion of an address of a supplier; (4) a 
telephone or facsimile number of a supplier; or (5) an identification number assigned to 
a supplier (Walker: Fig. 3 and Fig. 5). 



Referring to claim 15 . Walker further discloses a method wherein a plurality of 
the supplier matching criteria may be used to determine a match (Walker: Fig. 3 and 
Fig. 5). 
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Referring to claim 16 . The method of claim 10, wherein the step of identifying a 
supplier further includes: 

• Assigning a supplier identification code corresponding to the identified supplier of 
each transaction; and 

* Wherein the step of processing the modified purchasing data further includes the 
substep of sorting the transactions according to the assigned supplier 
identification code. 

Referring to claim 17 . Walker further discloses a method wherein the step of 
processing the modified purchasing data further includes the substep of: analyzing the 
modified purchasing data to summarize purchasing activity of the purchasing entity 
(Walker: Fig. 3). 

Referring to claim 18 . Walker further discloses a method wherein the index 
associates products with information on suppliers included in the received purchasing 
data (Walker: Fig. 3). 

Referring to claim 19 . Walker further discloses a method wherein the index 
associates products with textual information included in the received purchasing data 
(Walker: Fig. 3). 
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Referring to claim 20 . Walker further discloses a method wherein the index 
associates products with an identification code included in the received purchasing data 
(Walker: Fig. 3). 

Referring to claim 21 . Walker further discloses a method wherein the method 
includes the step of: negotiating for purchases based on the processed modified 
purchasing data (Walker: Fig. 3). 

Referring to claims 22-24, 28, 31-36, 38-45, 49, 52-57 and 59-63 . Claims 22-24, 
28, 31-36, 38-45, 49, 52-57 and 59-63 are rejected under the same rationale as set 
forth above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4-6, 8-9, 16, 25-27, 29-30, 37, 46-48, 50-51 and 58 are rejected under 

35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Walker (U.S. Patent No. 6,196,458) in 

view of Dicker (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0105682). 

Referring to claim 4 . Walker discloses a method according to claim 1 as 
indicated supra. Walker does not expressly discloses a method wherein the product 
index includes a weight value for each association of a particular product to a portion of 
the received purchasing data, wherein each weight value defines a relative accuracy of 
the corresponding association, and wherein the product identifying step further includes: 

• Determining, from the index, products associated with a portion of the received 
purchasing data; and 

• Identifying the product related to the transaction based on the weight values of 
the products determined from the index. 

Dicker discloses a method wherein the product index includes a weight value for 
each association of a particular product to a portion of the received purchasing data, 
wherein each weight value defines a relative accuracy of the corresponding association 
(Dicker: Fig. 2, "84"), and wherein the product identifying step further includes: 
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• Determining, from the index, products associated with a portion of the received 
purchasing data (Dicker: Fig. 2); and 

• Identifying the product related to the transaction based on the weight values of 
the products determined from the index (Dicker: Fig. 2). 

At the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to one skilled in 
the art to have modified the method of Walker to have included the teachings of Dicker 
in order to recommend products based on information known about particular users 
(Dicker: paragraph 0003). 

Referring to claim 5 . Walker in view of Dicker discloses a method according to 
claim 4 as indicated supra. Dicker further discloses a method wherein the step of 
identifying the product based on the weight values includes identifying the product 
related to the transaction by selecting the product having the highest weight value 
(Dicker: Fig. 2, "94"). 

Referring to claim 6 . Walker in view of Dicker discloses a method according to 
claim 4 as indicated supra. Dicker further discloses a method wherein the method 
includes updating the weight values based on an accuracy determination of the 
corresponding associations (Dicker: Fig. 3A). 



Referring to claim 8 . Claim 8 is rejected under the same rationale as set forth 
above in claim 4. 
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Referring to claim 9 . Walker in view of Dicker discloses a method according to 
claim 8 as indicated supra. Dicker further discloses a method wherein the step of 
identifying the product based on the weight values includes: 

• Combining the weight values for each determined product from each index 
(Dicker: paragraph 0174); and 

• Identifying the product related to the transaction by selecting the product having 
the highest combined weight value (Dicker: paragraph 0174). 

Referring to claim 16 . Walker discloses a method according to claim 10 as 
indicated supra. Walker does not expressly disclose a method wherein the step of 
identifying a supplier further includes: 

• Assigning a supplier identification code corresponding to the identified supplier of 
each transaction; and 

• Wherein the step of processing the modified purchasing data further includes the 
substep of sorting the transactions according to the assigned supplier 
identification code . 

Dicker discloses a method wherein the step of identifying a supplier further 
includes: 

• Wherein the step of processing the modified purchasing data further includes the 
substep of sorting the transactions according to the assigned supplier 
identification code (Dicker: Fig. 2). 
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At the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to one skilled in 
the art to have modified the method of Walker to have included the teachings of Dicker 
in order to recommend products based on information known about particular users 
(Dicker: paragraph 0003). 



Referring to claims 25-27, 29-30, 37, 46-48, 50-51 and 58 . Claims 25-26, 29-30, 
37, 46-48, 50-51 and 58 are rejected under the same rationale as set forth above. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 6/21/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 

The Applicant argues that Walker does not recite, inter alia, identifying "for each 
transaction, a product related to the transaction by comparing the received purchasing 
data with product information stored in a product index, wherein the product information 
in the index associates at least a portion of the received purchasing data with a 
particular product," and modifying "the received purchasing data to include data 
representing the identified product." 

The Examiner notes, Walker discloses, "For each account holder, the central 
controller 12 (i) receives and stores billing items generated by transactions (e.g., 
purchases) on the account holder's account; (ii) determines if the billing items satisfy 
any upsell offer conditions stored in the upsell database 30 (FIG. 3); and (iii) if the billing 
items satisfy an upsell offer condition, determines an upsell corresponding to the upsell 
offer condition, and prints onto the billing statement indicia that specifies the upsell. 
Each of these steps is described below." (Walker: column 5, lines 34-39). 

The Applicant argues that Walker does not "identify" a product related to the 
transaction. 
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The Examiner notes, Walker determines if the billing item satisfies any upsell 
offer condition, and based on that determination, specifies an upsell. An example of this 
is shown in Walker's Figure 3. Figure 3 specifies a specific upsell condition which once 
satisfied is linked to a specific upsell, i.e. a free movie soundtrack with the purchase of a 
specific product. 

The Applicant argues that the Examiner has pointed to nothing in Walker 
describing that the billing items received by the Walker system are even modified. 

The Examiner previously cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims for the convenience of the applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the 
specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as 
well. It is respectfully requested that, in preparing responses, the applicant fully 
consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed 
by the examiner. Walker's Figure 6 illustrates the billing statement being modified with 
print indicia specifying the specific upsell (Walker: Figure 6, "114"). 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

The Applicant merely presents arguments that parallel those which are 
addressed above. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew S. Gart whose telephone number is 571-273- 
3955. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 9-6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Smith can be reached on 571-272-6763. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




MSG 

Patent Examiner 
August 21, 2006 



